The statement in the first sentence that (g) always means <g) Λ is incorrect. The general rule for reading the paper is this: in any statement involving the tensor product of more than two modules or chain complexes, such as A x (g) (g)A n or K 1 0 (g) K r \ ® means ® Λ . In any statement involving the tensor product of two finitely generated free complexes of length i (as in the definition of the generators), (g) means (g) z . If this is kept in mind, the few exceptions will be clear in context.
In lines 4 and 8 on page 62 "bimodule" should read ' 'module". In the definition of the generators, the complexes E The note by Boyd [1] has led the author to go through the computations in finding the Bhattacharya bounds and the following corrections should be made in [2] .
The results on page 186 of [2] should be corrected as follows:
σ\ > L 2 implies:
For n = 2m, (4) may be written as: (δ) jΠϋL±iL> m+ J_ for m = 1,2, . and for n -2m + 1, (4) may be written as:
. Thus (5) and (6) taken together prove
which also agrees with the result of Boyd [1] , Equation (3) of [2] has to be replaced by equation (7) Printed at Kokusai Bunken Insatsusha (International Academic Printing Co., Ltd.), 7-17, Fujimi 2-chome, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo, Japan.
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